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Aristion, 01. 89. 4, consequently this must happen Ol. 90. 1.
There is yet a third circumstance which may ascertain the time of the dialogue. Athenseus produces it as an instance of Plato's negligence, but has only discovered his own by it. Hippias the Elean (he says) and others of his countrymen are (Protag. p. 315.) introduced, as then present at Athens, whereas it is impossible they could be there during the Peloponnesian war, while the Eleans were confederates with Sparta against the Athenians; for though a truce was agreed upon for one year, under Isarchus, (01. 89. 1,) yet it was broken through presently, and no cessation of arms ensued. But in reality Hippias might be atl Athens any year after Isarchus's magistracy, since though the war broke out afresh afterwards with Sparta, yet the Allies of Sparta entered not into it, as at first, but either continued neuter, or joined the Athenians, and Elis particularly entered into a defensive league with them this very year, (see Tlmcyd. L. 5. sect. 47) so that when Athenseus says, \m\ r^s ex^xetptas avrys ^evow?;?, it is plain that he did not know but that Sparta entered the war again with all the confederates which she had at first, and consequently had read2 Thucy-
1  Daeicr, while he vindicates Plato on this head, has only considered Athens with regard to Sparta : but the question turns solely upon Elia, of which he takes no notice.
2  What is no less strange, Casaubon neither attempts to justify Plato in this matter, nor did he know, that the Ez/iavcncu SiTTovSai under Isarchus were mentioned, very much at largo, by Tlmcydides, L. 4. sect. 117.    Sco Casaubon's Annotations ad Athenaeum, L, 5. c. 18.